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Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
November 6^^, 2007 has been entered. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

According to the Interim Guidelines presented in the MPEP 2106.1 

When nonfunctional descriptive material is recorded on some computer-readable 
medium, in a computer or on an electromagnetic carrier signal, it is not statutory since no 
requisite functionality is present to satisfy the practical application requirement. Merely 
claiming nonfunctional descriptive material, i.e., abstract ideas, stored in a computer- 
readable medium, in a computer, on an electromagnetic carrier signal does not make it 
statutory. See Diehr, 450 U.S. at 1 85-86, 209 USPQ at 8 (noting that the claims for an 
algorithm in Benson were unpatentable as abstract ideas because "[t]he sole practical 
application of the algorithm was in connection with the programming of a general 
purpose computer."). Such a result would exalt form over substance. In re Sarkar, 588 
F.2d 1330, 1333, 200 USPQ 132, 137 (CCPA 1978) ("[E]ach invention must be 
evaluated as claimed; yet semantogenic considerations preclude a determination based 
solely on words appearing in the claims. In the final analysis under § 101, the claimed 
invention, as a whole, must be evaluated for what it is,") (quoted with approval in Abele, 
684 F.2d at 907, 214 USPQ at 687). See also In re Johnson, 589 F.2d 1070, 1077, 200 
USPQ 199, 206 (CCPA 1978) ("form of the claim is often an exercise in drafting"). Thus, 
nonstatutory music is not a computer component and it does not become statutory by 
merely recording it on a compact disk. Protection for this type of work is provided under 
the copyright law. 
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Claims 26-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. The above-mentioned claims recite a 
computer readable storage medium. This computer readable storage medium is defined 
in applicant's specification Page 4 Lines 21-30 as being embodied by data in a 
modulated data signal, such as a carrier wave. Carrier waves do not fall under one of 
the four categories of patentability therefore, are not patentable. 

For the following 35 U.S.C rejections refer to MPEP 2106.1 an excerpt of which 
is presented here: 

1. FUNCTIONAL DESCRIPTIVE MATERIAL; '^DATA STRUCTURES " 
REPRESENTING DESCRIPTIVE MATERIAL PER SE OR COMPUTER 
PROGRAMS REPRESENTING COMPUTER LISTINGS PER SE 

Data stetiu'es not claiiued as embodied ki coiiipuier-readable media are desciiptive 
material per se and are not statuior)' because they are not capable of causing fiinctional 
change in the computer. See, e.g., Warmerdam, 33 F.3d at 136L 31 USPQ2d at 1760 
(claim to a data stiiictiire per se held nonstatiitoiy). Such claimed data stiiictures do not 
define any strucUu'al and fimctional inteiielationsliips bet^veen the data strucna*e and other 
claimed aspects of the invention wliich pennit tlie data sirucnjre' s fiuiciionality to be 
realized. In contrast, a claimed computer-readable medium encoded with a data stnictiire 
de&ies slmctui'al and ftuictioiial inieiTcLitionsliips beiween the data sinictiu*e and tlie 
computer software and liardware components wliich pennit the data slruci\u'e*s 
functionality to be realized, and is thus statutory. 

Siuiilarly. computer programs claimed as computer listings per se, Le.. the descriptions or 
expressions of the programs, are not physical 'ihings/' They are neither computer 
components nor statutor)' processes, as they are not "acts" being perfomied. Such 
claimed computer piX)graiiK do not define any stiiicuu-al and functbnal inten-elationsliips 
between the computer program and other claimed elements of a computer wliich permit 
the computer program's fimctionalit)' to be realized. In contrast, a claimed computer- 
readable medium encoded with a computer progi'am is a computer element wliich defines 
structural and fiinctional inteiTelatfensli5)S between the computer program and the rest of 
the computer wliich pennit the computer program's fijiictionalit)' to be realized, and is 
thus stauuoiy. See Lo^vry, 32 F.3d at 1583-84, 32 USPQ2d at 1035. Accordingly, it is . 
important to distinguish claims that define desci-q)ti\'e material per se fi'om claims that 
define statutory inventions. 
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Claims 31-37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. The above-mentioned claims are non-statutory 
because they are software per se; the claims recite a system lacking hardware therefore 
the system is analyzed as non-functional descriptive material. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the Invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 18-37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Eastep (US Patent 5,566,328) in view of Gwertzman et al (US Patent 6,189,000). 
With respect to independent claim 1: 
Eastep teaches: 

A computer-implemented method for dynamically resolving a pathname in 
the context of a user, the method comprising: 

Receiving a pathname from a requesting component wherein the pathname 
Includes a variable associated with a user context; (Column 6 Lines 18-20, 
discloses receiving a file handle that includes a link ID) 



Application/Control Number: Page 5 

10/630,130 

Art Unit: 2167 

Identifying the variable in the pathname that is associated with the user 
context; (Column 6 Lines 18-20 and 27-28, discloses that the Link ID is identified to be 
used in resolving the pathname) 

Mapping the variable associated with the user context to a value; (Column 6 
Lines 27-28, discloses that the directory table is searched to find a corresponding value 
to the Link ID) 

Resolving the pathname to a handle for an object associated with the 
value; (Column 3 Lines 60-61) 

Returning the handle for the object to the requesting component for access 
to the object (Column 3 Lines 60-61, discloses that the new pathname will be used to 
access the file) 

Eastep does not appear to explicitly disclose the pathname includes a variable 
that identifies at least one member of a group comprising: a current user of the 
requesting component, and a location of the requesting component within a 
network and modifying the pathname by including the value in the pathname. 

Gwertzman teaches the pathname includes a variable that identifies at least 
one member of a group comprising: a current user of the requesting component, 
and a location of the requesting component within a network; (Column 2 Lines 20- 
27, discloses a logical name that forms part of a pathname. This logical name will 
include the location and the information of a user and will be appended to a pathname) 
and modifying the pathname by including the value in the pathname. (Column 2 
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Lines 20-32, discloses adding the logical name to the pathname for easier reference to 
a given application) 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the teachings of the cited references to implement the pathname 
includes a variable that identifies at least one member of a group comprising: a 
current user of the requesting component, and a location of the requesting 
component within a network and modifying the pathname by including the value 
in the pathname because this would make an administrator's job easier because the 
administrator will not have to be aware of the user information because it would be 
extracted from a database. 

With respect to claim 21 : 
Eastep teaches: 

The value is a factor in resolving the pathname to the handle for the object. 

(Column 6 Lines 33-36, discloses that the Link ID is" used to access a stored value that 
then will be appended to the pathname to resolve it) 

With respect to claim 22: 
Eastep teaches: 

The variable associated with the user context includes a prefix that 
indicates that the variable is associated with the user context. (Column 6 Lines 1- 
12, discloses that the Link ID is associated with a stored value related to the stored file) 
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Eastep does not appear to explicitly disclose a variable that identifies at least 
one member of a group comprising: a current user of the requesting component, 
and a location of the requesting component within a network. 

Gwertzman teaches a variable that identifies at least one member of a group 
comprising: a current user of the requesting component, and a location of the 
requesting component within a network. (Column 2 Lines 20-27, discloses a logical 
name that forms part of a pathname. This logical name will include the location and the 
information of a user and will be appended to a pathname) 

With respect to claim 23: 
Eastep teaches: 

Modifying the pathname includes replacing the variable associated with the 
user context with the value. (Column 6 Lines 33-36, discloses that the value related to 
the Link ID will be appended to the pathname) 

With respect to claim 24: 
Eastep teaches: 

Mapping the variable includes accessing an updatable data store and 
mapping the variable to the value associated with the data store. (Column 6 Lines 
27-28, discloses that the Link ID value will be compared against a directory table to 
extract the value to help resolve the pathname) 
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With respect to claim 25: 
Eastep teaches: 

The data store includes a plurality of mappings, wherein each mapping is 
associated with a user, wherein at least one of the mappings is different than the 
other mappings to implicate a different object than the other mappings. (Column 3 
Lines 44-57, discloses that each Link ID will be associated to a unique value stored in 
the directory table) 

With respect to independent claim 26: 
Eastep teaches: 

A computer-readable storage medium having computer-executable 
Instructions for dynamically resolving a pathname in the context of a user, the 
instructions comprising: 

Receiving a pathname from a requesting component wherein the pathname 
includes a prefix and a variable associated with a user of the requesting 
component; (Column 6 Lines 18-20, discloses receiving a file handle that includes a 
link ID) 

Identifying the variable in the pathname that is associated with the user 
context, wherein the variable is identified from the prefix; (Column 6 Lines 18-20 
and 27-28, discloses that the Link ID is identified to be used in resolving the pathname) 

Mapping the variable associated with the user context to a value that 
implicates the current user of the requesting component; (Column 6 Lines 27-28, 
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discloses that the directory table is searched to find a corresponding value to the Link 
ID) 

Resolving the pathname to a handle for an object associated with the 
value; and (Column 3 Lines 60-61) 

Returning the handle for the object to the requesting component for access 
to the object (Column 3 Lines 60-61, discloses that the new pathname will be used to 
access the file) 

Eastep does not appear to explicitly disclose a variable that identifies the user; 
modifying the pathname by replacing the variable associated with the user 
context with the value. 

' Gwertzman teaches a variable that identifies the user; (Column 2 Lines 20-27. 
discloses a logical name that forms part of a pathname. This logical name will include 
the location and the information of a user and will be appended to a pathname) 
modifying the pathname by replacing the variable associated with the user 
context with the value. (Column 2 Lines 20-32, discloses adding the logical name to 
the pathname for easier reference to a given application) 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the teachings of the cited references to implement a variable that 
identifies the user; modifying the pathname by replacing the variable associated 
with the user context with the value because this would make an administrator's job 
easier because the administrator will not have to be aware of the user information 
because it would be extracted from a database. 



Application/Control Number: 

10/630,130 

Art Unit: 2167 



Page 10 



With respect to claim 27: 
Eastep teaches: 

The value implicates a location of the requesting component with a 
network. (Column 5 Lines 62-63, discloses that the Link ID is associated with the 
location of the object) 

With respect to claim 28: 
Eastep teaches: 

The value is a factor in resolving the pathname to the handle for the object. 

(Column 6 Lines 33-36, discloses that the Link ID is used to access a stored value that 
then will be appended to the pathname to resolve it) 

I 

With respect to. claim 29: 
Eastep teaches: 

Mapping the variable includes accessing an updatable data store and 
mapping the variable to the value associated with the data store. (Column 6 Lines 
27-28, discloses that the Link ID value will be compared against a directory table to 
extract the value to help resolve the pathname) 

With respect to claim 30: 
Eastep teaches: 
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The data store includes a plurality of mappings, wherein each mapping is 
associated with a user, wherein at least one of the mappings is different than the 
other mappings to implicate a different object than the other mappings. (Column 3 
Lines 44-57, discloses that each Link ID will be associated to a unique value stored in 
the directory table) 

With respect to independent claim 31 : 
Eastep teaches: 

A system for dynamically resolving a pathname in the context of a user, the 
system comprising: 

A requesting component associated with a user mode, wherein the 
requesting component is configured to send a pathname, receive an object 
handle, and obtain an object associated with the object handle, wherein the 
pathname includes a variable associated with a user context; (Column 6 Lines 18- 
20, discloses receiving a file handle that includes a link ID) 

A variable identifier component associated with the user mode, wherein the 
variable identifier component is configured to identify the variable associated 
with the user context; (Column 6 Lines 18-20 and 27-28. discloses that the Link ID is 
identified to be used in resolving the pathname) 

A data store component associated with a kernel mode, wherein the data 
store component includes mappings that map the variable associated with the 
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user context to a value; and (Column 6 Lines 27-28, discloses that the directory table 
is searched to find a corresponding value to the Link ID) 

A pathname engine component associated with the kernel mode, wherein 
the pathname engine component is configured to receive the pathname from the 
requesting component, request evaluation of the pathname from the variable 
identifier component, receive an identified variable from the variable identifier 
component, access the data store component to receive a value associated with 
the identified variable, and return an object handle to the requesting component 
that is based on the modified pathname that includes the value. (Column 3 Lines 
60-61 , discloses that the new pathname will be used to access the file) 

Eastep does not appear to explicitly disclose the pathname includes a variable 
that identifies at least one member of a group comprising: a current user of the 
requesting component, and a location of the requesting component within a 
network; and obtain a modified pathname that includes the value. 

Gwertzman teaches the pathname includes a variable that identifies at least 
one member of a group comprising: a current user of the requesting component, 
and a location of the requesting component within a network; (Column 2 Lines 20- 
27, discloses a logical name that forms part of a pathname. This logical name will 
include the location and the information of a user and will be appended to a pathname) 
and obtain a modified pathname that includes the value. (Column 2 Lines 20-32, 
discloses adding the logical name to the pathname for easier reference to a given 
application) 
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It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in tine art at the time of the 
invention to combine the teachings of the cited references to implement the pathname 
includes a variable that identifies at least one member of a group comprising: a 
current user of the requesting component and a location of the requesting 
component within a network; and obtain a modified pathname that includes the 
value because this would make an administrator's job easier because the administrator 
will not have to be aware of the user information because it would be extracted from a 
database. 

With respect to claim 21 : 
Eastep teaches: 

The value is a factor in resolving the pathname to the handle for the object. 

(Column 6 Lines 33-36, discloses that the Link ID is used to access a stored value that 
then will be appended to the pathname to resolve it) 

With respect to claim 22: 
Eastep teaches: 

The variable associated with the user context includes a prefix that 
indicates that the variable is associated with the user context. (Column 6 Lines 1- 
12, discloses that the Link ID is associated with a stored value related to the stored file) 
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Eastep does not appear to explicitly disclose a variable that identifies at least 
one member of a group comprising: a current user of the requesting component, 
and a location of the requesting component within a network. 

Gwertzman teaches a variable that identifies at least one member of a group 
comprising: a current user of the requesting component, and a location of the 
requesting component within a network. (Column 2 Lines 20-27, discloses a logical 
name that forms part of a pathname. This logical name will include the location and the 
information of a user and will be appended to a pathname) 

With respect to claim 23: 
Eastep teaches: 

Modifying the pathname includes replacing the variable associated with the 
user context with the value. (Column 6 Lines 33-36, discloses that the value related to 
the Link ID will be appended to the pathname) 

With respect to claim 24: 
Eastep teaches: 

Mapping the variable includes accessing an updatable data store and 
mapping the variable to the value associated with the data store. (Column 6 Lines 
27-28, discloses that the Link ID value will be compared against a directory table to 
extract the value to help resolve the pathname) 
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Response to Arguments 

Claim Objections 

The instant amendments to the objected claims overcome the claim objections, 
therefore the objections have been removed. 

Claim Rejection 35 USC 101 
Applicant argues that the rejection is incorrect because "the claims recite a 
computer readable storage medium". Examiner respectfully disagrees. Applicant's 
specification (Page 4) equals the computing device (Element 100) in Fig.1 with the 
computer readable medium and on that same page Lines 21-29 the same computing 
device is also being defined in terms of carrier waves. Therefore the computer readable 
storage medium is still considered non-statutory. 

Claim Rejections 35 USC 102 
Applicant's arguments with respect to the 35 USC 102 rejections have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Mariela D. Reyes whose telephone number is (571) 
270-1006. The examiner can normally be reached on M - F 7:30- 5:00 East time. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Cottingham can be reached on (571) 272-7079. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 



Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 



273-8300. 



system, call 800-/86-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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